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FOREWORD 


The Committee on Public Works reports herein on its activities 
during the 86th Congress. First, there is a list of measures con- 
sidered and approved by the committee and enacted into law. This 
list is followed by outlines and principal provisions of the major laws 
of national interest and effect. 

On January 27, the committee was formally organized into a struc- 
ture consisting of five standing subcommittees, as follows: Rivers and 
Harbors, Flood Control, Roads, Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
Watershed Development. Subsequent full committee action added 
the following subcommittee: Special Subcommittee on the Federal-Aid 
Highway Program (investigating). 

he committee had 579 bills for consideration during the Ist and 

2d sessions of the 86th Congress dealing with such subjects as navi- 

— improvements, flood control, i beach erosion, 

urricane-flood control, highways, public buildings, land conveyances, 
watershed development and water supplies. 

Reported by the committee were 54 bills, 42 of which have been 
enacted into law. In addition, the committee adopted 88 river and 
harbor resolutions, and 59 flood control resolutions. These resolutions 
authorized survey studies by the Corps of Engineers, Department 
of the Army, that will ultimately result in the submission of project 
reports to Congress if the projects are found worthy and are approved 
by the Board of Engineers for Rivers and Harbors and the Chief of 

ngineers. 
he committee approved, also, 31 watershed protection and flood 
prevention projects transmitted te Congress by the Secretary of 
Agriculture through the Bureau of the Budget pursuant to the pro- 
visions of section 2 of Public Law 566, 83d Congress, as amended by 
Public Law 1018, 84th Congress (the Watershed Protection and Flood 
Prevention Act, 16 U.S.C. 1005). 

Seventy-five new projects and 28 alteration and repair projects 
proposed under the ublic Buildings Act of 1959 were approved by 
the committee during the 86th Congress. These are public building 
projects to house Government agencies and facilities, including post 
offices, courthouses, customhouses, immigration quarters, ware- 
houses, Federal office buildings, ete. 

Statistics given in this report as to number of bills reported and 
enacted into law, etc., do not reflect the amount of preparation and 
deliberation that entered into the work of the committee generally. 
No attempt has been made to enumerate or classify the many requests 
and communications received requiring research by the staff or studies 
and investigations by the committee varying in scope from material 
for reply to a letter to extensive examinations. 

I am indebted to the chairmen of the subcommittees and to the staff 
for the fine cooperation received in this work. 


Cuartes A. BucKLEY 
Chairman, Committee on Public Works. 
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LEGISLATIVE HISTORY 


BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS ENACTED INTO LAW 


Following is 
committee and 


a list of measures considered and approved by the 
enacted into law: 


Public Date 
Law Bill No. approved Title 
No. 

35 | H.R. 4695 | May 29,1959 | Increase to 7 years period in which construction shall commence 
on certain rights-of-way acquired on any of the Federal-aid 
highway systems. 

41 | H.R. 2228] June 11,1959 | Provide for acquisition of additional land along Mount Vernon 
Memorial Highway in exchange for certain dredging privileges. 

H.R. 5515} July 6,1959 | Amend 1956 act authorizing disposal of certain obsolete locks and 
dams on the Big Sandy oe Ky.-W. Va., to increase author- 
ization relating to dam No. 

8. 692 | July 13,1959 | Authorize sale of certain Lane ly at Table Rock Dam and Reservoir 
project, Missouri, = the State of Missouri for public park and 
recreational purp 

93 1S 42 | July 17,1959 | Authorize utilization o of limited amount of stcrage space in Table 
Rock Reservoir, Mo., for water supply for a fish hatchery. 

100 | H.R. a Diiccnzinnl Rename New Richmond Dam, Ohio, as the Capt. Anthony 
Meldah! Dam. 

137} H.R. 3460 | Aug. 6,1959 | Amend Tennessee Valley Authority Act of 1933 to authorize TVA 
to issue and sell revenue bonds. 

157 | S 2471 | Aug. 14,1959 | Amend Tennessee Valley Authority Act of 1933, as amended by 
Public Law 86-137, to delete certain language. 

189 | H.R. 109 | Aug. 25,1959 | Designate dam and reservoir to be constructed on Pound River, 
Va., as the John W. Flannagan Dam and Reservoir, 

190 | H.R. 802 |....- .” eaibebes' Validate and confirm a contract entered into between the United 
States and the town of Bridgeport, Wash. 

191 | H.R. 1074 |----- do___....| Repeal act of Aug. 9, 1939, creating the Louisiana-Vicksburg 
Bridge Commission. 

1938 | H.R. 2191 j.-.... ate Designate Petaluma Creek, Calif., as Petaluma River. 

203 | H.R. 2193 |__--- Giu..... Designate Coyote Vailey Reservoir, Calif., as Lake Mendocino. 

228 | S. Sept. 8,1959 | Amend act establishing a study commission on certain river basins 
in the State of Texas. 

248 ie > 962 | Sept. 9,1959 | Authorize improvement of channel to Port Mansfield, Tex. 

-R. 968) 

249 it 7645 |_-.-.- Public Buildings Act of 1959. 

264 | S. 2291 = a, 1959 | Authorize erection of plaque in honor of rt Sam D. McReynolds 
on or near site of Chickamauga 

2230 | Sept. 21,1959 National Cultural Center Act of donated 

307 | H.R. 616 |..-.- Pe Dosen dam across Lampasas River, Tex., as Stillhouse Hollow 

am. 

328 | H.R TAOD Lesoxe CRE Provide for a study of feasibility of establishing the President 
Adams Parkway. 

334 | H.R. 8035 |..-.- a Designate Dyberry Dam and Reservoir, Lackawaxen River Basin, 
Pa., as the Gen. Edgar Jadwin Dam and Reservoir. 

342 | H.R 8678 |...-- do__..._.| Federal-Aid Highway Act of 1959. 

347; 8S 1473 | Sept. 22,1959 | Repeal act authorizing and directing Secretary of the Treasury to 
sell certain land to the First Baptist Church of Plymouth, Mass. 

348 | 8 2002 | -..-. ensure Authorize conveyance of certain lands at John Day lock and dam 
project to the city of Arlington, Oreg. 

388 | H.R. 8171 | Feb. 20,1960 | Authorize construction of rail transit crossing across Bay of San 
Francisco, Calif. 

395 | H.R. 7579 | Mar. 28,1960 | Authorize acquisition of land for donation to Pan American 

(S.J. Res, 115) Health Organization as a headquarters site. 

399 | S. 601 | Mar. 31,1960 | Authorize construction of Bardwell Reservoir on Waxahachie 
Creek, Trinity River Basin, Tex 

458 | H.R. 5349 | May 13,1960 | Convey to Orange County, Calif., ‘all right, title, and interest of 
the United States in and to certain real property situated in 
Orange County, Calif. 

462 | H.R. 10164 |_.-._ * eS Change name of locks and dam No, 41, Ohio River at Louisville, 
Ky., to McAlpine locks and dam. 

466 | H.R. 10045 |... Bk saheivn Increase amounts authorized to be expended for providing facilities 
for enforcement of customs and immigration laws. 

477 | S.J. Res. 166 | May 26, 1960 | Authorize certain temporary and permanent construction work on 

(H.J. Res. 662) Capitol Grounds in connection with erection of a building on 


privately owned property adjacent thereto. 
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COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS—LEGISLATIVE HISTORY 


BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS ENACTED INTO LAW—Continued 


Public Date 
— Bill No. approved Title 

0. 

536 | H.R. 5738 | June 29,1960 | Authorize transfer to Waukegan Port District of commitment of 
city of Waukegan, II1., to maintain a public wharf in Waukegan 
Harbor on land conveyed to the city in 1914. 

608 | H.R. 11522 | July 7,1960 | Permit conveyance of certain real property of the United States 
to States or political subdivisions thereof for street-widening 

urposes. 

645 | H.R. 7634] July 14,1960 River and Harbor and Flood Control Act of 1960. 

657 | H.R. 10495 |..--- | SESE: Federal-Aid Highway Act of 1960. 

699 | H.R. 900 | Sept. 2,1960 | Validate certain overpayments indavertently made by the United 
States to several of the States. 

711 | 8. 3834 | Sept. 6,1960 | Increase maximum amount which may be borrowed by District 
of Columbia for use in construction and improvement of its 
sanitary and combined sewer systems. 

714) H.R. 2178 |--..- Wintec Authorize Secretary of the Army to make certain changes in the 
road to Whites Branch, Grapevine Reservoir, Tex. 

717 | H.R. 9877 j--.-. do........| Provide for protection of forest cover for reservoir areas under the 
jurisdiction of Secretary of the Army and Chief of Engineers. 

718 | H.R. 12580 |--... ee Authorize adjustment of rentals under leases entered into for the 
poe of commercial recreational facilities at the John H. 

err Reservoir, Va.-N.C. 

766 | H.R. 11561 | Sept. 13,1960 | Authorize conveyance of certain land in Madison County, Ky., 
to Pioneer National Monument Association. 

741 | 8. 3681 | ...-.do......- Authorize Rhode Island Turnpike and Bridge Authority to 
combine bridges across Narragansett Bay for financing purposes. 

BILLS VETOED BY THE PRESIDENT 
Bill No. | Date vetoed Title 
H.R. 3610 | Feb. 22,1960 | Amend Federal Water Pollution Control Act to increase grants for construc- 
tion of sewage treatment works. 


BILLS REPORTED BY COMMITTEE, PASSED HOUSE, AND REPORTED 


BY SENATE COMMITTEE 


Date passed | Date reported 
Bill No. House by Senate Title 
committee 
H.R 1 | Mar. 13,1959 | Aug. 25,1959 | Diversion of water from Lake Michigan into the Illinois 
Waterway.! 


1 Referred to Senate Committee on Foreign Affairs Sept. 2, 1959. 


BILLS REPORTED BY COMMITTEE AND PASSED HOUSE 


Bill No. 


Date passed 
House 


Title 


July 8, 1959 
Feb. 15, 1960 


Designate new lock on St. Marys River as Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., as the 
John A. Blatnik Lock. 

Authorize acquisition of land for a national wildlife refuge at Jackson lock and 
dam navigation project, Ala. 

Provide compensation for certain property losses in Tuttle Creek Reservoir 


roject, Kans. 
development at Victory Reservoir site, Vermont. 
Recreation and public facilities development in reservoir areas. 
Provide for participation of Federal-aid highway funds in construction of 
approach roads to ferry facilities on the Federal-sid “po 
Note.—Laid on table; incorporated in Federal-Aid Highway Act of 1960 
(Public Law 86-657).) 
Authorize conveyance of certain lands and improvements thereon in Bibb 
County, Ga., to Carolina Freight Carriers Corp. 


| 
H.R. 8347 
H.R. 12532 | June 24, 1960 
12564 | June 24, 1960 
-R. 12539 | Aug. 23, 1960 
H.R. 11240 | Aug. 23, 1960 
H.R. 12503 | Aug. 30, 1960 
[ 
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BILLS REPORTED BY THE COMMITTEE 


Bill No. | Date reported Title 
H.R. 12467 | June 8, 1960 | Granting consent and approval of Congress to the northeastern water and 
related land resources compact. 
H.R. 2185 | July 1,1960 


Authorize modification of focal participation in flood control projects in 
economically depressed areas. 


BILLS APPROVED BY SENATE AND PASSED HOUSE AMENDED, IN 
WHICH SENATE HAS NOT CONCURRED 


Date passed 
Bill No. House, Title 
amended 
8 2440 | Mar. 7, 1960 


aad Des and Ore, as Douglas McKay D. 
d designate ba x on Bt. ver at Sault Ste. 
Marie, Micha” as theJobn A.B 


“MAJOR PUBLIC LAWS ENACTED 


RIVER AND HARBOR AND FLOOD CONTROL ACT OF 1960 
(Public Law 86-645) 


The 2d session of the 86th Congress approved a comprehensive 
rivers and harbors, beach erosion control, and flood control bill, the 
first general authorization bill since the Flood Control Act of 1958. 
This act will carry forward the important programs for development 
and improvement of the rivers and harbors of our Nation, for pro- 
tection of our citizens against the ravages of floodwaters, and for 
general development of the water resources of our country. 

Additional authorization is provided to continue the unified basin 
water resources development now in progress, to modify basin pro- 
grams where changing conditions have shown the necessity for addi- 
tional or altered improvements, and to provide for individual projects 
found to be feasible and justified. Completion of the projects author- 
ized in Public Law 645 will contribute substantially to the economic 
expansion of the Nation. 

he foregoing authorizations were covered in Title I—Rivers and 
Harbors, and Title II—Flood Control. In addition, another title, 
Title I1I—Land Acquisition, clarified policy with respect to acquisi- 
tion of land for public works projects of the Corps of Engineers, as 
discussed later. 

The bill was reported by the committee on June 12, 1959, and 
passed the House July 16, 1959. The Senate Public Works Com- 
mittee held hearings August 4 and 21, 1959, but did not take final 
action. Hearings were resumed by the Senate committee on April 19, 
1960, and the bill, with new projects added on which reports had been 
submitted subsequent to House action, was reported June 6, 1960, and 
passed the Senate June 17, 1960. After going through conference, 
the bill was cleared by both Houses and signed on July 14, 1960. 

In titles I and II the act authorizes the Army’s Corps of Engineers 
to build 120 flood control, navigation, water conservation and other 
meer resources projects, costing $1,385,694,300 and located in 37 

tates. 

This includes an $882,240,000 increase in ceilings on expenditures 
previously imposed on 11 Corps of Engineers multipurpose projects 
and river basin programs already authorized and underway. 

In addition, the act authorized the Bureau of Reclamation to in- 
crease the limitation on expenditures for its part of the Missouri 
River Basin project, being constructed jointly with the Corps of 
Engineers, by $60 million. This brought the total of all new water 
resources and related work authorized by the new law up to 
$1,445 ,694,300. 
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This is the first omnibus water resources development authorization 
bill since 1958. In addition to expanding the expenditure limitations 
on 11 river basin development programs, the new projects included 
56 navigation improvements, costing $203,519,300; 44 flood control, 
costing $277,589,200; and 9 beach erosion control, costing $22,345,800. 

Among the new projects were authorizations for deapening | 17 
Great Lakes harbors to St. Lawrence Seaway channel standards at 
an estimated cost of $87 million, of which local interests would pay 
$12 million and the Federal Government the remainder. They 
include Two Harbors, Minn.; Duluth-Superior Nos. 1 and 2, Minne- 
sota and Wisconsin; Ashland, Wis.; Presque Isle, Marquette, and 
Detroit River-Trenton Channel, Mich.; Calumet, Ill. and Ind.; 
Indiana Harbor, Ind.; Toledo, Sandusky, Cleveland, Lorain, and 
Ashtabula, Ohio; Erie, Pa.; and Buffalo and Rochester, N.Y. (4) 

A State-by-State breakdown of the new construction, survey, and 
monetary authorizations, with estimated Federal costs follows:  — 


Breakdown by State and project (a) 


(2,7) 
Key: (N) Navigation. (FC) Flood control. (BE) Beach erosion control. (MP) Multiple 

Ns) Navigation survey. (FS) Flood control survey. (HFP) Hurricane flood protection. (BR) 
ureau of Reclamation] 


ALABAMA 
Estimated coat 
(N) Jackson lock and dam (fish and wildlife)_..........-__-- $120, 000 
ARIZONA 
ARKANSAS 


(N) 
(FC) — Village Creek, White River, and Mayberry Levee Districts. 294, 000 
(MP) White River Basin (additional monetary authorization)... 50, 000, 


CALIFORNIA 

(N) Los Angeles-Long Beach Harbor_______-_-___-____------ 1, 768, 000 
(FC) Los Angeles County flood control project (additional 

monetary authorization) 32, 000, 000 
(N) Monterey Harbor and Bay________-_----_-----.------- 3, 989, 000 
(FC) Sacramento River (new project plus additional monetary 

(FC) Walnet Crock... (Uti 17, 980, 000 

CONNECTICUT 


(FC) West Thompson Reservoir___-......------------------ 4,010,000 
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Breakdown by State and project—Continued 


DELAWARE 
Estimated cost 
FLORIDA 
Bakers Haulover 239, 000 
Central and southern Florida (additional monetary au- 

Channel, Avalon to Escambia Bay...........-.--.----- ----------- 

Gulf coast shrimp boat harbors__-_.........--..------- 373, 000 
dike (change of name) ----.------ 

HAWAII 
INDIANA 
IOWA 
Coralville Reservoir Bridge. .........-.--------------- 1, 180, 000 
ba oe: Mississippi River Basin (additional monetary au- 
KANSAS 
Wilson Dam and Reservoir. _._.......---------------- 18, 081, 000 
KENTUCKY 
Barkley Dam and Reservoir (additional monetary au- 

LOUISIANA 
Bayou Lafourche and Lafourche Jump. ---------.---..-- 4, 664, 000 
Bayou Petit Anse, ent Catia. 3 106, 000 
Caleasion River and Pass.........-<..-.-.-----c--cnee 16, 992, 000 


(N) 
) 
C) 
BEY 
N) 
N 
(N) 
N) 
(MP) 
(MP) 
MP) 
C) 
iro 
N 
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Breakdown by State and project—Continued 


MAINE 
Estimated cost 
Calf Island-Rouge Island Bluffs to Seawall Point........ .2-.....2.- 
MARYLAND 
MASSACHUSETTS 
Cape Cod Canal to Provincetown_.__-__-----.--------. 178, 000. 
Pemberton Point to Cape Cod Canal_...____________-_- 139, 300 
Wessagusset Beach, Weymouth. 132, 000 
MICHIGAN 
Trenton Channel, Detroit River__...............-.---- 8, 570, 000 
MINNESOTA 
Duluth-Superior Harbor, entrance channels_--_--________- 2, 364, 000 
Duluth-Superior Harbor, interior channels_____________- 2, 513, 000 
MISSISSIPPI 
Mississippi River channel (additional monetary authoriza- 

MISSOURI 


Missouri River Basin, all States in Basin (additional mone- 
tary authorization): 


Bureau of Reclamation ; 


rd) 
NS) 
N) 
(N) 
(FS) 
E) 
N) 
(NS) 
(NS) 
(NS). 
(BE) 
BE 
{Ny 
(N) 
tN)” 
) 
(N) 
450, 000 
18, 410, 000 
NEVADA 
Las Veg 
fre) 
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(N) 


(BE) 
(MP) 


HFP) 


N) 
F 


(FC) 
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Breakdown by State and project—Continued 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 


Estimated cost 

NEW JERSEY 

Atlantic coast-Barnegat Inlet to Cape May Canal--___.__-_ 1, 714, 000 
NEW MEXICO 

NEW YORK 

Atlantic coast-Fire Island Inlet to Montauk Point____-_- 19, 400, 000 

Lackawanna-Smokes Creek 1, 974, 000 

Moriches and Shinnecock Inlets___-_._-_-.____---.---- 6, 858, 000 

NORTH CAROLINA 
OHIO 

OKLAHOMA 


Arkansas River Basin (additional monetary authorization). 179, 000, 000 


OREGON 
Columbia River Basin (additional monetary authorization) 148, 000, 000 
Foster Reservoir, South Santiam River_____-.-.._---_-- 17, 340, 000 
PENNSYLVANIA 
Butler-Connoquessing Creek_._-....---.-.------------ 1, 558, 700 
Latrobe-Loyalhanna Creek 2, 568, 300 
RHODE ISLAND 
Little Narragansett Bay and Watch Hill Cove__________- 98, 000 
South Kingston and Westerly_-__..--.-.--------------- 140, 300 
SOUTH CAROLINA 
SOUTH DAKOTA 
Fort Randall Reservoir Bridge - - ---------------..----- 4, 500, 000, 


|_| 

NS) 
(N) 
(N 
2% 

(MP) 
(BE) 
(N) 
(N) 
E) 

(FC) 

FC) 

(FC) 
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Breakdown by State and project—Continued 


TEXAS 

Estimated cost 

(MP) Brazos River Basin (additional monetary authorization)_. 21, 000, 000 
(FC) Fort Worth Fldedway,- 2, 241, 000 
{N) 1, 605, 000 
(N) Brascs Igiand Harbor 4, 381, 000 

UTAH 
(MP) Little Dell Reservoir, Jordan River__..._._..-._--_---- 6, 060, 000 
VIRGINIA 
WASHINGTON 
(N) Everett Harbor, Snohomish River -__-_-.--.-.-----.--- 3, 011, 000 
(NS) Ship canal, Tacoma to 
WISCONSIN 


WEST VIRGINIA 
(N) Road to Hildebrand lock and 


Miscellaneous items in titles I and II are enumerated below. 

The omnibus act further amends the existing law relative to beach 
erosion control; provides for the expenditure of $2 million annually 
for construction of small navigation projects where justified, with a 
limitation of $200,000 for a project at any single locality; provides for 
the utilization and improvement of éxisting roads for access to public 
works projects, and clarifies the responsibility of the Chief of Engi- 
neers with respect to replacement of existing public roads necessitated 
by construction of water resource development projects; provides for 
the sale of surplus land for port development at water resource proj- 
ects; and provides for the expenditure of $1 million annually for the 
compilation and dissemination of information on floods, flood dam- 
ages, and flood hazards in the flood plains of the streams of the Nation. 

In addition, Public Law 645, in title III, declares the policy of 
Congress that owners and tenants whose property is acquired by the 
Federal Government for public works projects shall be paid a just and 
reasonable compensation therefor, and authorizes the payment of a 
purchase price, after full and complete negotiation with the property 
owners, which will take into consideration this established policy. 
It also authorizes the Secretary of the Army to keep the owners and 
occupants advised as to the probable timing for the acquisition of 
project lands and other matters affecting them, after initial appro- 
priations are made for a project, public meetings at convenient loca- 
tions will be held in order to advise the owners and tenants to be dis- 
placed of the proposed plans for acquisition of their property. The 
Chief of Engineers is required to issue regulations for the dissemination 
of information to those affected on appraisals, legal rights, condemna- 
tion proceedings, payments, removal, easements, use of land, and 
other pertinent matters. 
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FEDERAL-AID HIGHWAY ACT OF 1959 


(Public Law 86-342) 
Section 101 
Ay section designates the title as the ‘‘Federal-Aid Highway Act 
of 1959.” 


cope 102. Revision of authorization of appropriations for Interstate 
ystem 

This section amends the authorization of funds for the Interstate 
System for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1961, by decreasing from 
$2.5 billion to $2 billion the amount authorized under section 108(b) of 
the Federal-Aid Highway Act of 1956, as amended by the Federal-Aid 
Highway Act of 1958. 


Section 103. Extension of approval of .estimate of cost of completing 
Interstate System 

This section approves the estimate of the cost of completing the 
Interstate System submitted to Congress on January 7, 1958, as the 
basis for apportioning the interstate funds for fiscal year 1962. This 
amendment to section 8 of the Federal-Aid Highway Act of 1958 will 
enable the Secretary of Commerce to apportion 1962 funds during 
calendar year 1960, in accordance with past practices. The next cost 
estimate will not be submitted to the Congress until January 1961. 


Section 104. Parkways 


This section authorizes the appropriation of an additional sum of 
$2 million for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1960, for the construction, 
reconstruction, and improvement of parkways under the provisions of 
section 4(b) of the Federal-Aid Highway Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 93). 


Section 105. National system of Interstate and Defense Highway mileage 
study for Alaska and Hawaii 
The Secretary of Commerce is authorized and directed to make a 
study of the need for extension of the Interstate System within the 
States of Alaska and Hawaii, and to report the results of such a study 
to the Congress within 10 days subsequent to January 4, 1960. The 
a must include recommendations as to approximate routes and 
eage. 
Section 106. roe ge from national standards of certain areas adjacent 
to Interstate System 


This section amends subsection (b) of section 131 of title 23, United 
States Code, by changing the language in the third sentence thereof 
relating to the discretion on the part of the States and the Secretar 
of Commerce to exclude from the application of the national vandards 
certain segments of the Interstate System. By reason of the new 
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amendment the law now provides that 9 one entered into 

the Secretary of Commerce and the State highway departments shall 
not apply to those segments of the Interstate System which traverse 
commercial or industrial zones within the phesenithy existing boundaries | 
of incorporated municipalities or other areas where the land use as of 
the date of thé approval of this act is clearly established by State law 
as industrial or commercial. q 


Section 107. Emergency relief 


This section amends sections 120 and 125 of title 23, United States 
Code, relating to the Federal share payable on account of any repair 
or reconstruction necessitated by reason of a widespread disaster and 
the availability of funds for emergency relief. ; 

Under section 125 of title 23, United States Code, prior to this 
amendment, emergency funds were available only for the repair or 
reconstruction of highways on any of the Federal-aid systems. Such 
funds were not available for expenditure unless an emergency was 
declared by the Governor of the affected State and concurred in by 
the Secretary and an application for the expenditure of funds was 
received from the State highway department. The Federal share 
payable on account of the cost of such repair or reconstruction could 
not exceed 50 percent. 

Under the new amendment, emergency funds are made available 
for the repair and reconstruction of forest highways, forest develop- 
ment roads and trails, park roads and trails, and Indian reservation 
roads, irrespective of whether they are on any Federal-aid system. 
The Federal share payable on account of the repair or reconstruction 
of such roads may be 100 percent. The funds are available for 
expenditure whenever the Secretary of Commerce shall find that such 
roads have suffered serious damage from disaster over a wide area. 
In order for the emergency funds to be available for expenditure upon 
these roads, it is not necessary for the Governor of the State to declare 
an emergency nor does the law require that the State highway depart- 
ment make application for such expenditure. 

The Secretary may use funds from any source available to him for 
the purpose of repair or reconstruction of roads damaged by disaster 
over a wide area. The Secretary could submit to the Congress a 
request for the appropriation of such funds as are necessary to replen- 
ish the source from which the Secretary expended moneys for emer- 
gency relief. The appropriation of such funds is authorized. 

The new amendment makes no change in the law or procedures 
relative to emergency relief for highways on a Federal-aid system 
which are not of the type listed in the third paragraph hereof and in 
subsection (b) of section 107, title 23, United States Code, as amended. 


sos 108. Increase in amount authorized for bridges over Federal 
ms 

This section amends subsection (d) of section 320 of title 23 of the 
United States Code by authorizing an additional $3 million for such 
purposes. These funds will continue to be expended in the same man- 
ner as the original authorization of $10 million. 
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II. Revenve Cope anp Higuway Trust Funp 
AMENDMENTS 


Section 201. Temporary increase in motor fuel taxes, etc. 

This section increases the tax on motor fuel by 1 cent a gallon for a 
21-month period from October 1, 1959, until July 1, 1961. The term 
“‘producer”’ is also redefined. 

Section 202. Transfer to the highway trust fund 


‘This section provides that beginning July 1, 1961, and until June 30, 
1964, 5 percentage points of the present 10 percent manufacturers’ 


excise tax on passenger cars, etc., and 5 perosntage points of Sapna 
8 percent tax on auto parts and accessories will be transferr 
highway trust fund. 


to the 


FEDERAL HIGHWAY ACT OF 1960 


(Public Law 86-657) 
Section 1. Title - 
Hp section designates the title as the ‘‘Federal-Aid Highway Act 
of 1960.” 


Section 2. Authorizations 


This section provides for authorizations for projects on the Federal- 
aid primary system, the Federal-aid secondary system, and extensions 
of these systems within urban areas, for the fiscal years 1962 and 1963. 
The section also authorizes funds for these fiscal years for forest 
highways, forest development roads and trails, park roads and trails, 
parkwa a Indian reservation roads, and public lands highways. 


The following sums are made available for the fiscal years 1962 and 
1963: 
1968 1963 
$416, 250,000 $416, 250, 000 


The following sums are authorized for the fiscal years 1962 and 1963 
for the categories of public domain roads named below: 


1962 1963 
Forest $33, 000, 000 $33, 000, 000 
Forest development roads and trails___._____~ 35, 000, 000 40, 000, 000 
Park roads and trails__._.._.._....__.-.----- 18, 000, 000 18, 000, 000 
16, 000, 000 16, 000, 000 
Indian reservation roads____________._____-_-_ 12, 000, 000 12, 000, 000 
Public 3, 500, 000 3, 000, 000 


Section 3. Federal-aid participation in public lands States 

This section amends section 120(a) of title 23, United States Code, 
relating to the Federal share payable for projects on the Federal-aid 
primary and secondary systems, to add reserved public lands in the 
public domain, exclusive of national forests, national parks, and 
national monuments, to the land area formerly used in computin 
the Federal share payable in public lands States for Federal-ai 
primary and secondary projects financed with Federal-aid primary, 
secondary, or urban funds. 


Section 4. Payments on Federal projects undertaken by a Federal agency 

This section provides that where a proposed Federal-aid project is 
to be undertaken by a Federal agency pursuant to an agreement 
between a State and such Federal agency and the State makes a 
deposit with or payment to such Federal agency as may be required 
in fulfillment on the State’s obligation under such agreement for the 
work undertaken or to be undertaken by such Federal agency, the 
Secretary, upon execution of a project agreement with such State for 
the proposed Federal-aid project, may reimburse the State the esti- 
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— Federal share of the State’s obligation so deposited or paid by 
such State. 

Provision is made for an adjustment in the Federal share payable 
on account of the project for which sums are advanced ‘iis this 
section based on its final cost, thus providing for any underruns or 
overruns which may occur. Any excess funds will be handled as 
any other Federal-aid project under iieggrovieions of Federal-aid 


highway legislation, except as provided in section. 


Section 5. Approach roads to ferry facilities 

This section permits Federal-aid participation in approaches to 
ferry facilities under specified conditions. The Interstate System is 
specifically excluded from the provisions of this section. e ferry 
facilities could be either toll or free, publicly or privately owned, but 
the operating authority of the ferries and the amount of fares charged 
must be under the control of a State agency or official. The fares 
derived from publicly owned ferries must, be applied to the payment 
of the cost of construction or acquisition thereof, including debt service 
and the necessary costs of operation, maintenance, repair, and 
replacement. 


Section 6. Repayment of Federal-aid funds 


This section permits the States of Delaware and Maryland to repay 
to the Federal Government Federal-aid highway funds paid on the 
segment of Interstate Route 95 from the vicinity of Farnhurst, Del., 
to the vicinity of White Marsh Interchange in Baltimore County, Md., 
proposed as the location of a toll expressway. After repayment of 

ederal-aid highway funds and withdrawal of all project agreements, 
that section of the Tatecstate System would be free of any and all of 
the restrictions set forth in title 23, United States Code, with respect 
to the imposition and collection of tolls or other charges, and could be 
constructed, operated, and maintained as a toll highway. The funds 
so repaid by the States would be returned to the highway trust fund, 
together with the unpaid balance of any amount programed for 
= in accordance with the provisions of title 23, United States 

ode. 

This section was enacted for the purpose of enabling the two States 
to proceed with a proposal to convert the highway in question to a toll 
facility. If the States carry out the proposal, necessary adjustment 
would be made in subsequent cost estimates for the Interstate System. 
The provision is somewhat similar to that adopted on two occasions 
in previous legislation relating to the States of New Jersey and 
Connecticut. 


Section 7. Definitions 
This section wry! adopts the definitions set forth in section 101 
of title 23, United States Code, as being aot to the terms used 
1960. 


in section 2 of the Federal Highway Act o 


Section 8. Amendments to title 23 


Subsection (a) of this section amends subsection (c) of section 129 
of title 23, United States Code, by deleting the term ‘under prior 
acts.”’ Section 129(c) of title 23 relates to the availability of Federal- 
aid funds for expenditures on Pp 
The result of this deletion is to 


rojects approaching toll facilities. 


iminate the limited applicability of 
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this subsection to only the expenditure of funds authorized to be 
appropriated under the Federal-Aid Highway Act. of 1956, and 
previous authorizations. 

Subsection (b) of this section strikes the word ‘‘now” from the phrase 
“funds now authorized” in the first sentence of section 203 of title 
23, United States Code, which relates to the availability of funds 
for contract obligation for forest highways, forest development roads 
and trails, park roads and trails, parkways, Indian reservation roads 
and public lands highways. This amendment eliminates the limited 
spphienbility, of this section to only funds authorized prior to date 
of enactment of title 23 as substantive law, and extends contract 
authority with respect to funds authorized for these highways here- 
after, as well as those which have already been authorized. The 
contract me mage with respect to these classes of funds, therefore, 
is now a part of the permanent law and it will no longer be necess 
to seek renewal of this contract authority in connection with ea 
biennial authorization. 

Subsection (c) amends 23 U.S.C. 205(a) by deleting the word ‘‘con- 
struction” as used in connection with the authority of the Secretary 
of Agriculture to enter into contracts with respect to forest develop- 
ment roads and trails. Deletion of this word removes a limitation, 
thus permitting the Secretary of Agriculture to enter into all types 
of contracts with respect to forest development roads and trails, 
thus clearly granting to him the same authority as to that class 
of roads as the Secretary of Commerce has had with respect to forest 
highways. - 

Subsection (d) amends 23 U.S.C. 210 by adding at the end thereof 
a new subsection which authorizes the Secretary of Commerce to 
advance access road funds to any State for the Federal share of the 
cost of construction of the project, to enable the State highway 
department to make prompt payments for acquisition of rights-of- 
way, and for construction as it progresses. Funds so advanced 
would be deposited in a special fund by the authorized State official 
and disbursed upon approved vouchers. Any excess funds would 
be repaid to the Secretary on demand. This section provides au- 
thority for the advance of funds for access roads not on any Federal- 
aid system similar to that provided for projects on any of the Federal- 
aid systems under 23 U.S.C, 124. 

Subsection (e) would permit the use of any funds appropriated 
under title 23 for archeological and paleontological salvage in connec- 
tion with highway construction projects. Under prior law, only funds 
authorized under the Federal-Aid Highway Act of 1956 could be used 
for this purpose. 

Subsection (f) amends 23 U.S.C. 114 by adding thereto a sentence 
requiring the erection of informational signs prescribed by the Secre- 
tary of Commerce identifying the project and respective amounts 
contributed by the State and Federal Government on any Federal-aid 
project where actual construction is in progress and visible to highway 
users. The purpose of this provision is to inform the traveling public 
of the Federal-aid work in progress, and it is contemplated that the 
required signs will be set up at the time of the beginning of physical 
work which can be seen from existing public roads and be removed 
when all the construction work on that section of highway is 
completed. 
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Subsection (g) amends 23 U.S.C. 104(b)(5) by striking out the last 
sentence thereof. Its effect is to repeal the limitation heretofore ex- 
isting with respect to the exclusion of the additional 1,000 miles 
authorized for the Interstate System under the 1956 act from the cost 
estimates required to be submitted under said section 104(b) for use 
as the basis for the apportionment of interstate funds. The amend- 
ment affects only those cost estimates submitted subsequent to the 
date of enactment of the 1960 act. The first of these will be submitted 
to the Congress in January 1961 for use in making apportionments. 
for the Interstate System for the fiscal years 1963, 1964, 1965, and 
1966. The apportionment of funds for the fiscal year 1962, therefore, 
will not be affected by this provision of the 1960 act. 


Approximate apportionment of $925 million of Federal-aid primary, secondary, and 
urban highway funds for fiscal years 1962 and 1963, pursuant to the Federal-Aid 
Highway Act of 1960 


[Millions of dollars] 
Apportionment 
State 
Primary Secondary Urban Total 

$416.3 $277.5 $231. 2 $925. 0- 
8.4 6.5 3.0 17.9 

22.1 14.8 rm 37.0 

6.0 4.0 9 10.9 

6.4 5.2 1.3 12.9 

19.0 9.8 20.5 49.3 

7.4 5.0 14.3 

2.7 1.4 4.5 8.6. 

2.1 1.4 .4 3.9 

6.5 4.2 4.1 14.8 

9.7 7.5 3.4 20.6 

2.1 1.4 of 4.2 

4.7 3.3 .4 8.4 

15.5 8.4 16.1 40.0 

9.6 6.6 5.5 21.7 

9.3 6.9 2.8 19.0 

9.2 6.5 2.2 17.9 

7.3 6.1 2.4 15.8 

6.2 4.4 3.4 14.0 

3.2 2.3 1.0 6.5 

3.7 2.3 3.9 9.9 

5.3 2.0 9.6 16.9 

12.4 7.6 10.7 30.7 

10.4 7.3 3.8 21.5 

6.9 5.9 1.3 14.1 

7.5 5.7 24.3 

7.7 5.3 13.5 

7.6 5.4 1.3 14.3 

4.6 3.1 7.9 

2.1 1.4 .6 4.1 

5.5 1.9 10.1 17.5 

6.5 4.5 .8 11.8 

19.3 7.6 30.8 57.7 

9.9 8.6 3.0 21.5 

5.4 3.9 .4 9.7 

14.1 8.5 13.3 35.9 

8.4 6.1 2.5 17.0 

6.6 4.6 1.8 13.0 

16.5 9.9 17.4 43.8 

2.1 1.4 1.6 5.1 

5.5 4.5 1.6 11.6 

5.8 4.2 .4 10.4 

8.5 6.7 3.4 18.6 

25.0 16.7 11.1 52.8 

4.6 3.0 1.0 8.6 

2.1 1.4 3 3.8 

7.6 6.0 3.6 17.2 

6.5 4.4 3.5 14.4 

4.4 3.9 1.5 9.8 

9.3 6.5 4.5 20.3 
District of Columbia_ 2.1 1.3 2.0 5.4 
22 2.3 1.9 6.4 
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Apportionment of $33,000,000 for forest highways for fiscal year 1962 


Sum apportioned 
Alabama... $94, 496 
2, 876, 474 
Arkansas. 448, 606 
Calter. 4, 726, 004 
2, 369, 837 
3, 359, 886 
Lndiansé) 22, 121 
TR 76, 147 
354, 108 
456, 367 
Mississippi - 155, 671 
2, 630, 481 
30, 805 


Sum apportioned 

New Hampshire_-_-------- $176, 341 
New Mexico_--_._.------ 1, 322, 331 
North Carolina. 203, 316 
North Dakota 117 
Pennsylvania 88, 074 
South Carolina______-____ 108, 179 
South 258, 535 
Tennessee 110, 622 
2, 293, 608 
West Virginia_____.____-_- 130, 226 
33, 000, 000 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS ACT OF 1959 
(Public Law 86-249) 


The primary purpose of the Public Buildings Act of 1959 (Public 
Law 86-249) is to clarify, modernize, and encompass in one act exist- 
ing legislation vesting in the office of the Administrator of General 
Services authority and responsibility for construction, alteration, and 
improvement of Federal buildings and acquisition of sites for such 
structures. Additionally, the act has the objective of giving the 
Administrator of General Services authority to use advanced tech- 
niques and practices in building. 

gislation relating to public buildings under Federal jurisdiction 
dates to June 1902, when the first general act was passed. In the 
58-year interim, wars and economic doreession clicited. other measures 
to meet emergency conditions. Although adequate to meet current 
needs and problems, many of these regulations became outmoded and 
often divided jurisdiction between different agencies relating to con- 
struction of public buildings. For some years, authorizations for the 
construction of public buildings of the classes and types which were 
clearly the responsibility of the Administrator of General Services was 
granted to agencies over which various committees of the Congress 
exercise jurisdiction. As a result, the need for some construction 
never was brought before the Committees on Public Works. Another 
result was that Congress did not have an orderly, systematic approach 
toward a public buildings program. 

Basically, the Public Buildings Act of 1959 establishes a uniform 
method for the orderly meeting of Federal space requirements by 
purchasing existing buildings, altering and modernizing Government- 
owned buildings, and constructing new buildings. It places in the 
General Services Administration che responsibility of maintaining a 
constant survey of Federal space needs everywhere. 

From its surveys, the General Services Administration selects 
projects based on need and must consider equitable distribution of 
such construction throughout the country. oject plans are sub- 
mitted to the Bureau of the Budget for advice on whether they 
conform with the President’s program. Later the GSA submits a 
detailed ene on each project to the Committees on Public 
Works of the Senate and House. Action by both committees is 
pope before the GSA may proceed with construction or acquisition 
of sites. 

Conditions under which approval of the Committees on Public 
Works is required by the GSA are: 

(a) The GSA Administrator is authorized to alter buildings 
under his control and to acquire lands. Committee approval is 
not required where the maximum cost does not exceed $200,000. 

(b) e GSA is authorized to construct or acquire buildings, 
but committee approval is required for those involving an ex- 
penditure of more than $100,000. 
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(c) The GSA must furnish a prospectus on proposed buildings 
to the committees when approval is required. ; 

(d) The GSA is permitted to proceed with an approved project 
without further committee approval if costs are increased, if the 
costs are not in excess of 10 percent. The committees may 
rescind, by resolution, its approval if appropriations have not 
been made. 

(e) The committees would be prohibited from approving any 
new projects whenever there are more than 30 or more projects, 
the estimated cost of each being in excess of $100,000, which have 
been approved for more than 1 year and for which no appropria- 
tions have been made, until there has been either appropriations 
“3 rescissions of approval to bring the approved projects to less 
than 30. 

To permit advance planning and programing, the GSA requests 
funds for site acquisition and buildings design in advance of construc- 
tion funds. This assures prompt construction of a project as soon as 
funds are provided. 

The need for a general and centralized authority for the orderly 
planning and construction of Federal buildings, for their maintenance 
and repair as well as acquisition of sites, was amply demonstrated. 
Th the need has been met seems apparent in about a year’s operation 
ot the act. 

During the first year of operation under the Public Buildings Act 
of 1959, the Committees on Public Works of the House and the Senate 
have approved proposals for the construction of 76 new buildings in 
40 States and the District of Columbia. Also approved were altera- 
tions to 28 existing Federal facilities. 

A list of the projects approved by both committees as of June 28, 
1960, follows: 


Strate, City, AND Project 


Alabama, Decatur, post office and Federal office building. 

Alaska, Juneau, post office and courthouse. 

Arizona, Nogales, border station (extension). 

Arkansas, Camden, post office, etc. 

California, Bakersfield, Federal office building; Los Angeles, customhouse and 
Federal office building; San Francisco, courthouse and Federal office building. 

Colorado, Denver, courthouse and Federal office building, GSA stores depot. 

Connecticut, Hartford, Federal office building; Wallingford, U.S. post office, ete. 

Delaware, Wilmington, courthouse, customhouse, and Federal office building. 

Washington, D.C., Federal office building No. 8; Federal office building No. 9; 
Federal office building No. 10: Government Saye Office field plant; Court of 
Claims, Court of Customs and Patent Appeals (and possibly the Tax Court of 
the United States). 

Florida, Gainesville, post office and courthouse; Miami, Federal office building; 
Tampa, Federal office building. 

Georgia, Statesboro, post office, etc.; Thomasville, post office and courthouse; 
Winder, U.S. post office, ete. 

Hawaii, Honolulu, t office and courthouse; quarantine station and clinic. 

Idaho, Boise, courthouse and Federal office building. 

Illinois, Chicago, courthouse and Federal office building, Federal office building. 

Indiana, Seymour, post office, etc. 

Maine, Augusta, post office and Federal office building; Jackman, border 
station; Van Buren, border station; Vanceboro, border station. 

Maryland, Baltimore, Federal office building. 

Massachusetts, Boston, Federal office building: Webster, post office. 

Michigan, Detroit, Immigration and Naturalization Service Center (extension) ; 
Wyandotte, post office, etc. (extension). 

Mississipph, Clarksdale, post office and courthouse; Tupelo, U.S. post office, ete. 

Missouri, Kansas City, Federal office building. 
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ghiontene. Billings, courthouse and Federal office building; Sweetgrass border 
station. 
Nebraska, North Platte, post office and courthouse. 
Nevada, Reno, courthouse and Federal office building. 
New Mexico, Albuquerque, GSA stores depot annex, courthouse, and Federal 
office building; Santa Fe, post office and Federal office building. 
New York, N.Y., customs court and Federal office ooreen ys 
North Carolina, Bryson City, post office and courthouse; Hickory, post office, 
ete. (extension) ; Thomasville, post office. 
_ North Dakota, Bismarck, post office and courthouse; Pembina, border station. 
Ohio, Cincinnati, Federal office building; Cleveland, Federal office building; 
Toledo, Federal office building. 
Oklahoma, Tulsa, post office and Federal office building. 
Oregon, Medford, post office, ete. 
Pennsylvania, Johnstown, U.S. post office, etc. (extension); Lebanon, U.S. 
po office, etc.; Philadelphia, post office and courthouse (extension) ; Pittsburgh, 
‘ederal office building. 
Rhode Island, Westerly, post office, etc. 
South Carolina, Charleston, Federal office building. 
South Dakota, Pierre, post office and courthouse; Sioux Falls, post office, etc. 
jaa Dyersburg, post office, etc.; Memphis, courthouse and Federal office 
ng. 
Texas, Austin, post office and Federal office building; El Paso (Cordova Island), 
border station. 
Utah, Ogden, courthouse and Federal office building. 
. Vermont, Derby Line, border station No. 2; Montpelier, post office and court- 
ouse. 
: a Dayton, post office, etce.; Richland, post office and Federal office 
uilding. 
' Wyoming, Cheyenne, post office and courthouse. 


Also, the following alteration projects: 


Alabama, Birmingham, post office and courthouse. 

California, San Francisco, appraiser’s building. 

Delaware, Wilmington, post office and courthouse. 

Washington, D.C., Agriculture administration building; Agriculture annex; 
Agriculture south building; GSA building; Treasury annex; Weather Bureau. 

Florida, St. Petersburg Beach, Don-Ce-Sar office building. 

Illinois, Chicago, main post office; Railroad Retirement u 

Iowa, Des Moines, Federal building. 

Louisiana, New Orleans, customhouse; Federal office budding. 

Maryland, Bethesda, National Institutes of Health; Federal office building No. 4. 

Massachusetts, Boston, customhouse. 

Missouri, St. Louis, courthouse and customhouse. 
_ New York, Brooklyn, post office and courthouse; Foley Square, courthouse. 

Ohio, Toledo, courthouse; customhouse. ; 

Philadelphia, 128 North Broad building; 5000 Wissahickon 
Avenue building. 


Virginia, Arlington, Federal office building No. 2; Pentagon building. 
Washington, Seattle, Federal office building. 
Wisconsin, Milwaukee, post office and courthouse, 


FEDERAL WATER POLLUTION CONTROL ACT AMENDMENT 
(H.R. 3610) 


Fdderal grants-in-aid to local communities for the construction of 
waste treatment plant facilities first became available in 1956 with 
the enactment of Public Law 84-660. , 

The law authorized $50 million a year in grants and a total author- 
ization of $500 million, to remain available until expended. Grants 
to individual projects were limited to 30 percent of the cost of the 
project, or $250,000, whichever was smaller. At least half the au- 
thorized funds had to be expended in municipalities of 125,000 popu- 
lation or less. 

During the 5 years immediately preceding enactment of the law, 
contract awards for waste treatment plant construction throughout 
the Nation averaged $222 million annually. In the first full vear of 
the grant program, 1957, contract awards jumped to $351 million— 
a 58-percent increase over the previous annual average. The second 
year of the program brought an even greater increase in construction, 
with contract awards reaching $389 million—75 percent over the 
earlier 5-year average. The general decline in public works construc- 
tion during 1959 was reflected in the drop during the year of waste 
treatment plant construction from the 1958 alltime high to $349 
million—still 57 percentage over the pre-grant program 5-year average. 

The “‘lions’ share” of the increase in waste treatment plant con- 
struction during 1957, 1958, and 1959, according to the U.S. Public 
Health Service, “came from projects receiving Federal aid.” This 
amounted to $119 million in 1957, $155 million in 1958, and $349 
million in 1959. The Public Health Service has reported that— 
These facts point strongly to the conclusion that had it not been for Federal 
grants, sewage treatment works construction would have remained at about the 
average level experienced during the 5-year period preceding the grants. 

Figures made available to the committee by the Public Health 
Service indicate that present construction levels must be raised 
another 50 percent if we are to reach the $575 million per year neces- 
sary to eliminate our huge backlog of construction needs and provide 
for plant obsolescence and population growth. The Public Health 
Service concludes that from the experience of the past 3 vears— 

* * * « doubling of grant funds would * * * increase construction to about the 
required level of $575 million. 

With this in mind, the committee considered, and the House and 
Senate ultimately passed, H.R. 3610, a bill to increase grants to com- 
munities for construction of waste treatment plant facilities and to 
authorize an appropriation of $900 million over a 10-year period for 
this purpose. The bill was cleared for the President on February 15, 
1960. "tt would have amended section 6 of the Federal Water Pollu- 
tion Control Act (33 U.S.C. 466e) by authorizing (1) grants for projects 
in the amount of 30 percent of the estimated reasonable cost thereof, 
or $450,000, whichever is the smaller; (2) municipalities to join 
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together to build joint treatment facilities with the amount of grant 

ocable to each community as if it were a separate project; (3) reallo- 
cation of grant funds from States not using funds Semin of lack of 
projects to States having projects approved for which grants have 
not been made because of. lack of funds; (4) $90 million to be appro- 
priated for purposes of construction grants for any fiscal year; and 
(5) an aggregate of $900 million to be appropriated for such purposes. 

On February 23, 1960, the President vetoed the bill despite the 
recommendation of his Federal Water Pollution Control Advisory 
Board that this type of legislation be enacted. 


STATE ALLOTMENTS 


Following is a table showing approximate apportionments of con- 
struction grant funds under H.R. 3610 and existing authorization: 


Water pollution control construction grant program 


State allotments based on 
appropriation of— 
$50,000,000 $100,000,000 
ing law) H.R. 3610) 

1, 122, 100 2, 244, 200 
423, 725 847, 450 
591, 750 1, 183, 500 
1,011, 250 2,022, 500 
2, 045, 725 4,091, 450 
633, 025 1, 266, 050 
620, 200 1, 240, 400 
338, 150 676, 300 
454, 500 909, 000 
899, 700 1, 799, 400 
1, 123, 275 2, 246, 550 
522, 850 1,045, 700 
591, 925 1, 183, 850 
1, 751, 125 3, 502, 250 
1, 040, 825 2, 081, 650 
896, 425 1, 792, 850 
764, 950 1, 529, 900 
1, 072, 475 2, 144, 950 
975, 100 1, 950, 200 
631, 725 1, 263, 450 
760, 125 1, 520, 250 
Massachusetts 1, 117, 725 2, 235, 450: 
Minnesota 928, 000 1, 856, 000 
Mississippi 1, 166, 500 2, 333, 000 
Missouri--_..... 1, 061, 125 2, 122, 250 
New Hampshire 525, 775 1,051, 550° 
New Jersey... 1, 113, 800 2, 227, 600 
New Mexico. 614, 275 1, 228, 550° 
New York 2, 735, 600 5, 471, 200 
North Carolina 1, 261, 125 2, 522, 250 
North Dakota 661, 375 1, 322, 750: 
Ohio_____ 1, 655, 825 3, 311, 650 
Oklahoma.._-_....- 863, 450 1, 726, 900 
2, 099, 250 4, 198, 500 
Rhode Island_... 525, 425 1,050, 850: 
South Dakota_ 680, 700 1, 361, 400 
Memes 1, 713, 575 3, 427, 150 
Utah _. 596, 600 1, 193, 200 
Vermont. 548, 650 1, 097, 300 
(=. 1, 024, 725 2, 049, 450 
Washington. 769, 700 1, 539, 400 
West Virginia. 871, 450 1, 742, 900 
Wisconsin. . 981, 850 1, 963, 700 
Wyoming--- > 453, 825 907, 650 
Rico. 4 1, 171, 675 2, 343, 350 
Virgin Islands. 125 1, 632, 250 


SPECIAL SUBCOMMITTEE ON THE FEDERAL-AID HIGHWAY 
PROGRAM 


The chairman of the Committee on Public Works of the House of 
Representatives on September 4, 1959, appointed an 18-member 
Special Subcommittee on the Federal-Aid Highway Program. 

The special subcommittee was directed to investigate the policies, 
rocedures, and practices involved in the administration of the 
ederal-aid highway program. 

The subcommittee’s initial investigation sought to determine if— 

(1) The responsible agencies of the Government, both military 
and civilian, were properly coordinating their lanning of the 
41,000-mile network of interstate roads, which was officially 
designated as the ‘National System of Interstate and Defense 
Highways’”’ in the 1956 Federal-Aid Highway Act; 

2) The approaches to present and future requirements were 
characterize by any shortsightedness in providing for conditions 
expected to prevail; 

(3) The Interstate System was being geared to an emphasis on 
mobility for the military that transcends anything the Nation 
has experienced in the past. 

Hearings were conducted by the subcommittee on this phase of the 
investigation on February 9, 10, 16, 17, 18, and 19, 1960, and printed 
copies are available in Committee Document No. 86-19. 

he subcommittee next concerned itself with the adequacy of the 
controls that are being maintained during the various stages of high- 
way construction at both the Federal and State levels where Federal 
participation is involved. 

Hearings on this subject were conducted on May 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6, 
1960, and printed copies are available in Committee Document No. 
86-23. 

The subcommittee will submit an interim report on its investiga- 
tion before the 87th Congress convenes in January. 
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